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Summary of Office Action 

In an Office Action mailed on 12/2/2009, claims 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because claim 13 would allegedly be interpreted by one of ordinary skill as a system of software 
per se (software means only and not embedded in a computer readable storage medium), failing to 
fall within a statutory category of invention. Claims 14-18 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 
because claims 14-18 are directly depend on its independent claim 13. Claims 1-18 and 26-27 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as allegedly containing subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Claims 2-12, 14-18, and 26-27 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
because claims 2-12, 14-1 8, and 26-27 are directly depend on its independent claims 1 and 13. 

In an Advisory Action mailed on March 8, 2010, the Examiner finds the Applicant's 
arguments as to the insufficiency of these rejections unpersuasive. 



4/13 • RCVD AT 3/8/2010 11:15:28 PM [Eastern Standard Time] " SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/12 ■ DNIS:2738300 • CSID:13602946426 ■ DURATION <mm-ss):06-10 



2010-03-09 04:15:33 (GMT) 13602946426 From: Charles mirho 



Attorney Docket Number: FSP0445 
Application Number: 10/706,421 



Summary of Amendments 



MAR 0 8 2010 



Amendments have been made to the claims. The amendments to the claims are detailed 
under the heading "Claims". Deletions are shown in strike -through; additions are underlined. 
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